REMARKS : 

Support for new claim 6 may be found at least at page 1 1 , lines 28-33. 
Support for new claim 7 may be found at least at page 1 1 , lines 22-27. 
Support for new claim 8 may be found at least at page 1 1 , lines 4-9. 
Support for new claim 9 may be found at least at page 11, lines 16-21 . 
Support for new claim 10 may be found at least at page 10, lines 26-31 . 
Support for new claim 1 1 may be found at least at page 1 1 , lines 1 0-1 5. 
Support for new claim 12 may be found at least at page 10, line 32 to 
page 11, line 3. 

Claim 5 was rejected under 35 USC 102(b) as anticipated by Pass. 

In the response to the arguments section, the office action states 'In 
response to applicant's argument that the references fail to show certain features 
of applicant's invention, it is noted that the features upon which applicant relies 
(i.e., A and B subunits) are not recited in the rejected claim(s). Although the 
claims are interpreted in light of the specification, limitations from the 
specification are not read into the claims.' 

Claim 5 was rejected under 35 USC 102(b) as being anticipated by 
Gannon et al. 

In the response to arguments section, the office action states that 'In 
response to applicant's argument that the references fall to show certain features 

of applicant's invention, it is noted that the features upon which applicant relies 
(i.e., A and B subunits) are not recited in the rejected claim(s). Although the 



claims are interpreted in light of the specification, iimitatlons from the 
specification are not read into the claims.' 

It is believed that the amendment to claim 5 overcomes this objection as it 
is now stated that both the VT-1 and VT-2 primer pairs are present In the reaction 
mixture. 

It is further noted that the statement 'the features upon which applicant 
relies (i.e., A and B subunits) are not recited in the rejected claim(s)' Is not 
understood. Specifically, SEQ ID Nos 5 and 6 are inherently B-subunit primers by 
virtue of their sequence and this would be readily apparent to one of sl<;ill in the 
art. Accordingly, it is believed that the 'features on which applicant relies', that is, 
the fact that the VT-2 primers (SEQ ID Nos 5 and 6) amplify the B-subunit, is 
already recited in claim 5 by virtue of the specific sequence. Accordingly, It Is 
respectfully requested that the examiner reconsider this rejection. 

In view of the foregoing, further and more favorable consideration is 
respectfully requested. 

Respectfully submitted 
Gehua Wang etal. 

PER: r'/Kc/^^i^^ 

MICHAEL R. WILLIAMS 
Registration No: 45,333 

MRW/ 

March 25, 2009 
EncQ 

Michael R. Williams Winnipeg, Manitoba,, Canada 

Telephone (204) 957-8364 - FAX (204) 957-0516 



